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REPORT on inner trends and forecasts of significant developments, dedicated to the preservation of the American way and a free democratic economy by the revival and extension of Christian 
aring and the prevention of war by the revelation and correction of the causes of war. WE BELIEVE that if our society moves vigorously forward under the impulses of its Judaic-Christian 


raditions and concepts of truth, we will avoid the curse of violent change as represented by the evils of communism. WE ARE CONVINCED that the American answer for both 


communism and 


ocratic socialism is a revitalized Christien capitalism that promotes closer management-worker cooperation, greater worker participation in ownership, profit-sharing, systems of pensions or 


rity out of production and other forms of applied Christian sharing. WE 


country is being influenced into the wrong, we would seek through democratic means to set our country right. WE HOLD this to be the 


STAND for our country, right or wrong, rejoicing when it is right, bu 


t when authoritative evidence Indicates our 


highest service to patriotism and to God. 








Thank You! 


Two students in a well-known 
Eastern college recently sent for 
100 copies of a current issue of 
Between The Lines. They mime- 
ographed the following para- 
graph and stapled it to each 
copy, then distributed them: 

“Do you really think you are 
well informed? Perhaps so, but 
we would like to suggest a news- 
sheet which gives a new and in- 
teresting interpretation to the 
events of the day. Between The 
Lines is concise, well-written and 
informative, and we think it will 
provide reading both entertain- 
ing and enlightening. Important 
new developments which hardly 
make the back pages of other 
newspapers and magazines are 
noted and discussed. We do not 
agree with all viewpoints ex- 
pressed, but we are impress- 
ed by its responsible report- 
ing. We hope you, too, will 
find merit in Between The Lines, 
and we would like you to read 
a sample issue. If you are in- 
terested in subscribing, write 
directly to Between The Lines.” 

We did not know of this ef- 
fort till afterward, but that is 
how our circulation grows — 
through the initiative of our 
readers, who pass on_ their 
copies, send gift subscriptions, 
tell their friends about Between 
The Lines. We are heartened by 
such interest and support. 











SEGREGATION: The Southern 


§ Railroad has ended all alleged dis- 


crimination against Negro travelers 
in its dining cars. 

INDIA: One out of every eight 
Villagers in India is now receiving 
attention under the government’s 
tural development plan. Each 





| farmer assisted is to be instructed 


in ways in which he may aid oth- 
ets. Thus India plans to expand 
geometrically the peaceful revolu- 
tion of the great sub-continent. 


X-Ray and Forecast 


HREE VITAL AREAS OF INTEREST, reaching into every com- 

munity and almost every home, are now swaying in the balance of 
decision. All three of these issues — Health, Homes, Taxes — are 
vital, real and are becoming increasingly acute. Each contains much po- 
litical dynamite and is made to order for the demagogue. Demagoguery 
is poisonous to democracy. An informed, responsible, spiritually alert 
citizenship is the only antidote for demagoguery, for if we are led by 
God we will not be misled by the empty words of men. 


UBLIC HEALTH: We have reached a very critical point in the 

care of the nation’s health. Here are the facts: Illness costs the peo- 
ple of the U. S. annually $10,200,000,000. Further, 8 million families 
(16 per cent of the nation’s total) are indebted to hospitals, physicians, 
dentists, loan companies and others — because of illness. 

In July of 53, this illness debt totaled $1,100,000,000, of which 
$900,000,000 was for direct charges for treatment, with the balance owed 
to banks and loan companies. About a million of these families had a 
medical debt of $195 or over; the average family debt for medical serv- 
ice was $121. In short, in proportion to other family needs for housing, 
food, clothing, education, etc., medical costs are well beyond the average 
family’s capacity to pay. 

VOLUNTARY HEALTH INSURANCE of some kind covers 
89,500,000 persons (58 per cent of the population). But despite this ap- 
parently extensive health coverage, only 15 per cent of the total cost of 
illness last year was covered by such insurance (because few health in- 
surance policies cover the major diseases — cancer, TB, etc. — which 
really wreck the family budget). The highest percentage of health insur- 
ance is held in families with incomes of $5,000 per year and more, with 
little insurance coverage held by millions of the lower paid workers, 
small farmers, etc., who belong to no labor union or industrial group. 
Hence it is obvious why there is need for immediate action if America’s 
resources in health are to keep up with our growing population. Medical 
costs have now reached an average of nearly $200 per year per family, 
which is out of proportion in the lower income budgets. 

These findings are the result of the first nation-wide consumer 
survey of medical costs in 20 years, conducted by the National Opinion 
Research Center of the University of Chicago, under a grant from the 
Health Information Foundation. (For details see N. Y. Times, Jan. 24.) 

THE EISENHOWER HEALTH PLAN, whereby the Govern- 
ment would provide a system of re-insurance enabling both non-profit 
health insurance organizations and the private insurance companies to ex- 
tend their coverage to meet complete family medical requirements on a 
low-cost prepaid basis, was presented recently by the President against this 
recognized background of the country’s health needs. Moreover, selective 
service records show that a high proportion of physical illnesses in mil- 
lions of low-income families go entirely unattended — an important phase 
of our national health needs that does not appear in such a survey as out- 
lined above, which deals only with expenditures for medical care. 

THE AMERICAN MEDICAL ASSOCIATION, following its 
tradition of opposing all forms of public health service that do not rely 
almost entirely upon the right of the independent medical practitioner to 
collect a self-determined fee from each patient served, is fighting the 


Eisenhower plan only a little less vehemently than it fought the Truman 
(continued on NEXT page) 
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Pogo Joe 
A rather clear indication of Sen. 
McCarthy’s political future is 


emerging. While the senator’s in- 
genious utilization of the Commu- 
nist issue as a pogo stick has en- 
abled him to bounce up and down 
in the public limelight far more 
than many of his more able and 
conscientious colleagues, his pogo 
stick isn’t carrying him very far. 
In spite of great quantities of pub- 
licity, extensive national polls find 
that only 9 per cent of the public 
has been sufficiently impressed with 
the senator’s character and ability 
to give him serious support. The 
Gallop polls asked the public how 
it would vote if Eisenhower and 
McCarthy were the two chief con- 
testants for the Republican nom- 
ination for president. The results 
(published in the Washington Post, 
Jan. 15) were: 79 per cent for Eis- 
enhower; 9 per cent for McCarthy; 
no opinion, 12 per cent. The most 
revealing aspect is that McCarthy 
has failed to win even a Republican 
following, for breaking down the 
above response, McCarthy’s sup- 
port included 11 per cent of the 
Democrats questioned, 7 per cent 
of the Republicans and 8 per cent 
of the Independent voters — fewer 
Republicans voicing their support 
than Democrats! 

EQUALLY REVEALING was 
the result of the question -concern- 
ing the possibility of McCarthy’s 
running for president on a third 
party ticket in 1956. If the other 
candidates were Eisenhower and 
Stevenson for their respective par- 
ties, and McCarthy ran on a third 
party ticket, how would the aver- 
age voter decide? Only 5 per cent 
said they would vote for McCarthy, 
whereas 35 per cent would support 
Stevenson and 51 per cent Eisen- 
hower. This finding is especially 
significant in view of the strong 
underground movement among the 
right-wing GOP fanatics to break 


with Eisenhower Republicanism 
(continued first col., NEXT page) 












Retracting Smears? 
Will the Red smear attacks against 
Protestant churches and schools, 
clergymen and educators soon fade 
away? Perhaps so, for the congres- 
sional committees responsible for 
the grossly exaggerated charges 
which were broadcast last fall (that 
i over 600 Protestant clergymen 
nl were Reds or pinks and other dis- 
‘torted statements concerning com- 
munism in the ranks of education) 
have been jolted by the mounting 
unfavorable public reaction to such 
headline material. Ultra-conserva- 
tive elements in the press and radio, 
tH ong resentful of outspoken liberal 
ig) leadership in the pulpit, are quick 
‘to give prominence to such reports, 
but when further facts are released, 
qualifying or denying the first ex- 
aggerated charges, the same press 
and radio either ignore these cor- 
rections entirely or bury them. 


After the House Un-American 
‘Activities Committee had released 
the first unsupported charges, later 
Bul committee hearings revealed that 
ust none of the committee’s witnesses 
th’ were able to support the charges 
rey beyond hearsay and gossip — ex- 
00 ‘cept that two or three young cler- 
.)gymen in Boston and New York 
several years ago had been seen at 
Communist meetings and appeared 
to be “cooperating with the Reds” 
‘or under Red influences. This falls 
nce) considerably short of the 600 cler- 
» gy-Reds which its publicity-seeking 
committee members had reported! 
When the facts were once out in 
the open, the religious and denom- 
iM inational press of America began 
iM to set the record straight for mil- 
/} lions of church members as did 
thousands of pastors from their pul- 
pits. As the truth spread, the pub- 
lic caused the backfire that startled 
Washington. The committee itself 
suffered dissension within its ranks, 
as efforts were made to fix the 
i) blame for the debacle. In order to 
win back some measure of respect, 
al the committee chairman, Con- 
gressman Velde, arranged a con- 
ference between the committee 
and representatives of leading re- 
ligious groups “to secure the view- 
point of religious leaders.” Al- 
though the conference was off the 
Tecord, it is understood such church 
'} stalwarts as Henry Knox Sherrill, 
presiding Bishop of the Protestant 
} Episcopal Church, Bishop Oxnam 
| of the Methodist Church, and oth- 
et prominent churchmen gave the 
committee some sound advice on 
“Americanism” in terms of truth, 
honesty and spiritual values. 


A parallel situation developed in 
the committee’s relationship to na- 
» tional educational bodies relative to 
the publicized charges that there 
were 1,500 Communists among 
America’s public school teachers, 


charges that were finally qualified: 
(continued third col., THIS page) 
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X-Ray and Forecast (continued) 


the Government to help cities clean up and prevent slums, and that pub- 
lic housing is one of the tools needed for that job. 

THE HOUSING ACT of 1949 required that 135,000 low-rent 
public housing units be built each year for six years — hence, a total of 
540,000 units should thus have been completed by this year, whereas, 
since 1949, only 187,199 such homes have been built. And last year the 
Republican Congress cut the number to be built this year to only 20,000. 
Knowing that the organized real estate interests would fight the program, 
Eisenhower hoped to win the support of construction corporations, mort- 
gage and banking groups by proposing a new Federal Housing mortgage 
insurance plan for low-cost home ownership ($8,000 to $9,000) with no 
payment down and 40 years to pay. 

Many building contractors, small banks and mortgage companies, 
who were close to local community needs, hailed the Eisenhower hous- 
ing plan as a way to meet the problem within the frame work of free en- 
terprise. But the great financial syndicates and mortgage corporations 
and the real estate lobby in Washington are fighting the proposals as 
“paternalism” and “creeping socialism.” Though they no longer dare put 
it so bluntly, the economic and social philosophy of these groups is that 
slums are a natural and to-be-accepted feature of the capitalist system, 
that high rents on slum properties and crowded antiquated housing struc- 
tures that stand in the near-slum areas are legitimate attributes of the 
profit system. Therefore many such business groups are slow to promote 
the reinvestment of private capital for slum clearance and the erection of 
modern, low-rent housing facilities and will block such action on either 
the state or Federal level. 

THE LABOR UNIONS also oppose the President’s housing pro- 
gram on the grounds that it doesn’t go far enough, charging that 35,000 
units built annually do not even keep pace with the growth of new slums 
as old buildings deteriorate. Also they state that many workers cannot af- 
ford even the $8,000 to $9,000 homes. The labor economists point out 
further that such houses are usually built of such flimsy materials that 
they too will become slums, as has happened to many small home de- 
velopments after World War I. The unions feel that industrial areas need 
large, permanent (brick, stone and cement) multi-family low-rental proj- 
ects, with private capital carrying the investment if and as it will, but 
with Government funds available where private capital fails to act. 

That private capital can meet this need has been demonstrated by 
a few major insurance companies who have successfully inaugurated such 
projects, and there are other instances where private investors have like- 
wise worked out patterns for profitable low-rent housing investments. 
(See BTL, Dec. 15). 

(continued on NEXT page) 


Retracting Smears? 
ontinued ) 

(1) That this. did not apply to pres- 
ent or recent education circles, but 
went back to the years when the 
Communists of Russia were our 
fighting allies; (2) that only a part 
of the 1,500 were actual party 
members, most of them were “be- 
lieved to be Communists or Com- 
munist sympathizers and under 
Communist influence”; (3) that most 
of these were in New York City 
and Chicago—with few to be 
found among the hundreds of thou- 
sands of teachers over the rest of 
the country. (See AP dispatch, Feb. 
6, and Christian Century, Jan. 27.) 

This has been climaxed by the 
announcement that the House Un- 
American Activities Committee 
now gives a “clean bill of health to 
the overwhelming majority of 
American clergymen and teachers, 
while deploring that a few are 
Communists.” In its report to Con- 
gress the committee stated that it 
has not conducted and does not in- 
tend to conduct any investigation 
of subversive infiltration of the 
clergy or religion. Similarly it said 
it has not probed into the curricu- 
lum of any school “or the teaching 
procedures of educators.” While 
voicing intention of dealing vigor- 
ously with Communists wherever 
they were found, the committee 
seemed to voice the sentiment that 
the issue of communism in the 
churches and schools of America 
has been settled. 





Profits from Slums 

Conscientious real estate men 
and honest property owners are 
often incredulous when they are 
told that slum properties are often 
very lucrative investments. But the 
facts are that crowded firetraps 
can bring shockingly high returns 
on investment, which is one reason 
real estate lobbies fight slum clear- 
ance programs. 

Here’s one example brought to 
light by a coroner’s inquest after 
18 had died in a fire in a Chicago 
tenement: the owner of the build- 
ing collected $6,300 yearly in 
rents on a property appraised at 
$19,000 by the Chicago Housing 
Authority. Mayor Frenk Zeidler of 
Milwaukee recently stated that 
slum ownership averages 30 per 
cent annual return on investment— 
but runs as high as 300 per cent. 

Congressional champions of de- 
cent housing (such as Senators 
Kefauver and Sparkman) have 
charged that President Eisenhower’s 
advisory committee on housing is 
stacked with long-time foes of pub- 
lic housing. Its membership of 21 
includes 10 bankers, 5 realty men, 
2 architects, 2 labor representatives, 
1 representative of all veterans, 
only 1 representative for all civic, 
professional, church, research and 
planning agencies. 





Good Neighbors? 


Americ: ’s indifference to Latin 
America is reflected in the little 
handful of thirty-one words — and 
at that, nothing but platitudes — 
with which President Eisenhower 
dismissed the 20 Latin American 
republics. in his last State of the 
Union message. Latin Americans 
not only feel slighted, but they are 
tired of U. S. rebuffs and Washing- 
ton’s habit of lining up with the dic- 
tators while we sound off warning 
about communism. 

Remarkable progress in inter- 
American relations has been made 
in recent decades, starting with 
President Hoover, reaching a peak 
with President Roosevelt, and con- 
tinuing somewhat less enthusias- 
tically with President Truman. But 
to all this the Eisenhower Adminis- 
tration appears blind. It sent Milton 
Eisenhower out like Marco Polo on 
a tour of discovery, and the result 
was a report that was good enough 
in some ways, though it said noth- 
ing new. The President’s brother 
visited only 10 countries, half of 
them dictatorships, seven of them 
noted for suppression of the press 
and the persecution of religious mi- 
norities. Yet the report conspicu- 
ously glossed over the sins of the 
dictators, including Argentina’s Pe- 
ron, and made note of only one 
danger: that of communism. The 
report mentioned ultra-nationalism, 
but as if it were a device of com- 
munism, although this cult produc- 
ed the fascism of Hitler, Mussolini 
and Franco. 

Our State Department roundly 
condemns Guatemala for the influ- 
ence achieved there by the Com- 
munists. Fear of communism is un- 
derstandable and in some cases jus- 
tified, but Latin Americans believe 
that Guatemala’s sternness with 
foreign firms and its moderate land 
reform are justified whether the 
U. S. approves or not. They believe, 
too, that if the U. S. had encourag- 
ed such reforms in Latin America, 
as we did in South Korea and Ja- 
pan, the Communists could not 
have exploited the need for them. 


A GREAT CONFERENCE of 
the Organization of American States 
will take place at Caracas, Venezu- 
ela, this month. According to 
Worldover Press, the U. S. has 
been angling (sometimes with dic- 
tators) to get on the program a 
united rebuke to Guatemala. Wash- 
ington will get’ that question dis- 
cussed, but probably not in the 
manner it desires. For Latin Amer- 
icans wonder why one form of to- 
talitarian activity so excites the 
U. S., while Washington gets along 
so happily with such dictatorships 
as Venezuela itself. The behind- 
the-scenes support of Venezuelan 
armed dictatorship by American oil 


and steel corporations continues to 
(continued third col., THIS page) 


X-Ray and Forecast (continued) 


Cooperative ownership projects are also being successfully worked 
out in several localities —— an approach that without doubt offers a healthy 
solution in the frame work of free enterprise. But the cooperatives are 
likewise fought by the larger interests as “socialistic.” 

During the early part of the Roosevelt regime, as the depression 
years hastened the growth of slums, public housing developments were 
undertaken on a large scale. Through the period of war-time shortages, 
however, the real estate interests managed to build barriers in Washington 
and throughout the country to bar the renewal of the slum clearance and 
housing programs. For the last few years private capital has been given 
its chance, probably its last chance. 

If the moderate Eisenhower program is killed by the die-hards, a 
Democratic victory in °56 will inaugurate the most extensive govern- 
ment-directed housing program in the history of the world. Democrat 
leaders are already making plans for programs that leave the door open 
for private capital when and where private capital wishes to cooperate. 
But these are the days of decision on this issue. 


AXES: THE THIRD CRITICAL DECISION now being weighed 

is the adjustment of the tax load. In this the Republican party is 
united, as it is not in the two issues above. (On the tax issue it is also 
augmented by some Southern conservative Democrats.) The Republican 
tax program is aimed to take $3 billion of the tax burden off the upper 
brackets by concessions to business profits on the theory that this will 
free capital for business expansion, build new factories, make more ma- 
chinery, create new jobs. The Democrats in Congress are opposing this 
on the basis that we need to lift the $3 billion from the lower income 
taxes on the theory that, since lower income families spend about all they 
earn, the $3 billion will be added to the public consuming power. That, 
say the Democrats, will be far more important now in staving off a de- 
pression than to provide more savings for the upper brackets. 

This issue goes to the heart of the great economic struggle in the 
American free enterprise system with two theories struggling for su- 
premacy — one that a free economy prospers best by wealth’s being cre- 
ated at the top in the belief it will “trickle down” to the wider and lower 
sections of our population pyramid; the other, that wealth must be cre- 
ated at the bottom and “soak upwards” towards the top. If the pressure 
of a recession grows, these contesting principles will meet head-on. 


EHIND BRICKER: As the hassle over the Bricker Amendment con- 

tinues in Congress, it becomes increasingly apparent that the 
amendment is a blind on two counts: One hidden intent would provide 
machinery for the powerful isolationist group in Congress to hurl block 
busters at relations between the U. S. and the United Nations. The other 
hidden aim is to furnish wires that can be pulled to return more Federal 
controls to the states (which may be good or bad, according to your 
taste, or the nature of each issue involved). 

THE BRICKER SQUADS are part of a larger, well-organized 
team of arch reactionaries who intend this Republican Administration to 
be a period for restoring “states’ rights” in every field where concepts of 
national government have moved ahead of the views and desires of en- 
trenched groups which dominate in the economic and political interests 
within the states. That does not mean that the international treaty issue 
involved in the Bricker amendment debate is not genuine; those who sup- 
port the proposal can certainly point to instances where the executive 
power of the President has been used to engage the country in diplomatic 
and military agreements and actions beyond the knowledge or intent of 
the American people. The Bricker supporters claim the amendment will 
prevent this; those opposed to the amendment point out that Congress 
already has ample constitutional power to prevent such agreements if 
Congress will use its power as provided by the Constitution. 

THE HEART OF THE MATTER is that, at times of decision, 
Congress has often been swept along by its own belligerent mood and 
has shown no disposition to use the power it already has to check the 
war-like actions of a war-time president. But the dagger under the cloak 
of the Bricker Amendment is that it will provide an assured way for the 
isolationist bloc to prevent the President from making peace treaties and 
agreements requiring cooperation with other nations—by restricting the 
executive to such actions as have the specific approval of Congress, or, 
where the isolationist bloc is fearful of congressional action, by making 
it possible to throw the whole issue back upon the 48 state legislatures! 
It thus restores final authority to the states where so many of America’s 
lingering prejudices remain dominant. Also the giant oil companies, the 
rubber cartels, the metal and mining corporations — which oppose the 
growth of world authority, such as the UN represents — have repeatedly 
shown their ability to manipulate state legislatures, whereas their power 
over the Federal government is limited. 


Good Neighhe 

, (continued) 
stir resentment among -ali’ 
American tovers of freedom 
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to make trouble for the co 
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When accused of backing” 
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Background — 
The American Mind by histori 
Henry Steele Commager assen 
and organizes in a highly readab 
manner the forces that have shap 
American attitudes, traces the @ 
lution of American thinking, p 
current directions. (Publ. by 
University Press.) 
Peace, War and You by Jerom 
Davis is a carefully documenté 
study of trends that may lead: 
World War III and how they 
be diverted. It also offers a cleafl 
defined pattern for individual @ 
tion. (Publ. by Henry Schumial 
now $1 from Mr. Davis direct, 9 
Eighteenth Ave., North, Nashvil 
Tenn.) ; 
Religion For the Hardheaded 
Alice Franklin Bryant, a brief 
meaty book which is recommend 
as a gift for the irreligious. It] 
cludes a chapter on her experien@ 
as a war prisoner of the Japane 
after being captured in the P 
pine jungle where she and her 
band (former provincial goveé 
in the Philippines) had hid 
when the war struck. (Publ. De 
Mead.) 
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